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he thinks, in conveying to his pupils a false impression of the real nature of the Atman or the human soul, and its relation to Brahman, the Highest Deity. It is quite true that his words admit of two meanings, a wrong one and a right one; still Pra^apati knows that one at least of his pupils, Viro&ana, when he returns to the Asuras has not understood them in their true sense ; and yet he lets him depart.
Next comes a more important difficulty.    Praja-pati had promised to teach what -the true Atman is, the immortal, the fearless, the Self which is free from sin, free from old age, from death and grief, from hunger and thirst; but his answers seem to apply to the individual Self only.    Thus when he says at first that the person as seen in the eye is the Self (ya esho 'kshmi drisyate), it is quite clear that Viro/cana takes this for the small image or the reflection, which a man sees of himself in the pupil of his friend's eye.    And he therefore asks whether the Self that is perceived as reflected in the eye, is the same as that which is perceived as reflected in the water or in a mirror. Pra^apati assents, though evidently with a mental reservation.    He had not meant from  the first the small figure reflected in the eye, but the seer within the eye, looking out from the eye, the seer, as the subject of all seeing, who sees, and may be said to be seen in the eye.    Still, as in an indirect way even the reflection^ in the eye may be called the reflection of the true Atman, he invites Viro/cana to test his assertion by a kind of experiment, an experiment that ought to have opened his eyes, but did not.    He asks both his pupils to look at their images in the water or in a mirror, first as they are, and again after they